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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-6 are presented for examination. 

2. Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 5 ends in ";" 
instead of".". Appropriate correction is required. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

4. Claims 1, 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Glaser 
(US Pat. 5,953,731). 

As to claim 1 , Glaser teaches a method for editing (integration utility) web pages 
(HTML pages) comprising the steps of: 

retrieving the source code defining a web page (display code of HTML page / 
FORM2 in code editor window, which inherently includes a substep of retrieving); 

identifying insertion points (drop location) in the source code (code displayed in 
the code editor window); and 

displaying the insertion points in a graphical format (arrow, representing a drop 
location, within FORM2 displayed in the code editor window). See col. 6, lines 6-18; 
col. 6, line 59 - col. 7, line 34. 

As to claim 2, Glaser teaches inserting a script into the source code by selecting 
a particular insertion point (identify drop location); incorporating the script (applet code 
associated with selected control) into the source code to produce an updated web page 
(insert into FORM2 displayed in code editor window, col. 6, lines 7-19); and displaying 
the updated web page (fig. 6D, vs 6C). 



Application/Control Number: 09/863,771 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2126 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Glaser as 
applied to claim 1 in view of Truong (U S Pat. 6,151,609). 

As to claim 3, Truong teaches uploading an updated web page to an internet 
host (send edited text/file to server 15 for storage, col. 10, lines 46-58) and directing a 
user to the uploaded, updated web page (use updated file to perform operations, col. 
17, lines 28-42). Therefore, it would have been obvious to include uploading and 
directing steps into Glaser. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to do so because this would have reduced communication cost (Truong, col. 3, lines 2- 
9, 44-59). 

7. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Glaser as 
applied to claim 1 in view of Truong and Hanson et al (U S Pat. 5,956,736). 

As to claim 4, Glaser as modified by Truong teaches a method for editing source 
code comprising the steps of: 

retrieving the source code (display code of HTML page / FORM2 in code editor 
window, which inherently includes a substep of retrieving) [see discussion of claim 1]; 

analyzing the source code for insertion points (identify drop location) [see 
discussion of claim 2]; 

displaying the source code (display code of HTML page / FORM2 in code editor 
window) showing the insertion points (drop location represented by arrow within FORM2 
displayed) [see discussion of claim 1]; 

selecting at least one of the insertion points (identify drop location) [see 
discussion of claim 2]; 
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inserting additional modular source code at the insertion point to produce update 
source code (insert applet code associated with selected control into FORM2 displayed 
in code editor window, fig. 6D) [see discussion of claim 2]; 

displaying the updated source code showing the additional modular source code 
(fig. 6D, vsfig. 6C); 

uploading the updated source code to a desired location (send edited text/file to 
server 1 5 for storage) [see discussion of claim 3]; and 

directing a user to the desired location (use updated file to perform operations) 
[see discussion of claim 3]. 

Glaser as modified by Truong does not teach entering a location of the source 
code to be edited, source code displayed includes a graphical representation thereof, 
the updated source code displayed includes a graphical representation thereof. 

Hanson teaches web page/document editing, including entering a location of the 
source code to be edited (address of Demo page entered in browser, fig. 3), graphical 
representation of source code displayed (page Demo.html displayed in HTML Page 
view, showing icon of header, fig. 6C), graphical representation of the updated source 
code displayed (page Demo.html displayed in HTML Page view, showing icon 
HTMLHorizRule after editing with Object Editor, fig. 6D). See col. 10, line 21 - col. 11, 
line 10; col. 12, lines 1-27. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to include entering step, graphical 
representation of source code graphical representation of updated source code into 
Glaser. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the 
teachings of Glaser as modified and Hanson because this would have provided a 
uniform representation and treatment of different features of HTML pages (object- 
oriented HTML-based authoring and serving environment, col. 4, lines 15-24, 40-52). 

8. Claims 5, 6 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 



Application/Control Number: 09/863,771 
Art Unit: 2126 

9. The prior art made of record and 
applicant's disclosure. 
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not relied upon is considered pertinent to 



10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sue Lao whose telephone number is (703) 305-9657. A 
voice mail service is also available at this number. The examiner's supervisor, SPE 
Meng-Ai An, can be reached on (703) 305 9678. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday - Friday, from 9AM to 5PM. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872 9306. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 



Sue Lao 
July 11,2004 




